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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Schaer. 

Schaer at Figure 2 shows a pig having radially elastic tubular parts 6 and a 
support part 7,9. The support part 7 is made of rubber and is capable of deformation to 
some extent since deformation is a relative term. The pig has an element 5 which is 
made of rubber and may properly be called a seal because the disclosure states that it 
creates a vacuum with the walls of the pipe. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. t 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schaer in 

view of Jonnes. 

Jonnes teaches that the support part may have teeth 16 extending radially. 

To provide on the support part of Schaer teeth extending radially would have 
been obvious for one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made in view of the 
disclosure of Jonnes. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do 
this in order to reduce friction. 
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Claims 3-5 and 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Schaer in view of Crane. 

Whether component contstruction or integral construction is used is no more than 
an obvious matter of choice as these are both well know and obvious construction 
expedients. For example Crane shows that various parts comprised of elements 
10,10r,10f may be integrally constructed. To apply this broad teaching of integral 
construction anywhere desired in Schaer would have been obvious for one skilled in the 
art at the time the invention was made in view of the disclosure of Crane. In Figure 2 
of Schaer the orifices 12 may be termed a pressure reducer in communication with an 
internal cavity 10 and the external space between the two seals 5. Since the seal is 
disclosed as creating a vacuum with the walls of the pipe the seal may be termed a high 
pressure lip seal. The front guidance element 7,10 is conical and has a receptacle 
Such a receptacle, like all receptacles, capable of housing any number of structures 
including a cable ferrule. 

Claims 10-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schaer in view of Crane supra and further in view of Constant et al. 

Constant et al teaches that the front and rear parts of the pig may have conical 
guiding fingers. To provide conical guiding fingers on the front and rear parts of the 
Schaer in view of Crane pig supra would have been obvious for one skilled in the art at 
the time the invention was made in view of the disclosure of Constant et al. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this in order to better guide the 
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pig through the pipe. In Schaer tubular part has an open front at 10 and a partially 
closed radial wall at 1 1 . 

Claim 6 is withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .142(b) as 
being drawn to a nonelected species, there being no allowable generic or linking claim. 
Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on 3/1 0/07. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert C. Watson whose telephone number is 571 272- 
4498. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Thurs. , 5:30am - 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph J. Hail III can be reached on 571 272-4485. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 



system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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